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DETAILED ACTION 

WITHDRAWN RE JECTIONS 
1. The 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection of Claims 8 - 9 as being by Beldyk (U.S. Patent No. 
5,042,655) of record on page 2 of the previous Action, is withdrawn. 



NEW REJECTIONS 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: ; 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 

.1 u S ' 6 d,fferences between the su bject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at-the time the invention was made to a person 
hav,ng ordmary stall ,n the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentab.lity shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 6 y e 

3. Claims 8 - 9, 1 1 and 13 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Beldyk (U.S. Patent No. 5,042,655). 

With regard to Claim 8, Beldyk discloses a container (package; column 2, line 60) for a 
framed pellicle (column 2, lines 62 - 63) comprising a base (bottom member; column 2, line 61), 
a covering for the casing which is mounted on the lower member (upper member; column 2, line 
61), and an inside space between the casing and covering in which the pellicle is housed (the 
pellicle is housed within the box; column 2, line 60); the packaging material from which the base 
and covering are made comprises metallized plastic (column 5, lines 55 - 58) and therefore a 
first surface of the base and covering comprise metal; the covering is hinged to the nbase and 
comprises no openings, therefore the metal completely surrounds the pellicle (column 6, lines 22 
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- 28; Figures 4A and 4B). Beldyk fails to disclose a metallized layer having a thickness of at 
least 0. 1 urn. 

However, Beldyk discloses a layer having a total thickness of 0.05 to 0. 1 inches (column 
7, lines 5-6) and teaches the selection of thickness to obtain a desired flexibility (the desired 
material is obtained in flexible sheets of the desired thickness; column 7, lines 7 - 8). Therefore 
one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized the utility of varying the thickness to 
obtain a desired flexibility. Therefore, the flexibility would be readily determined through 
routine optimization of thickness by one having ordinary skill in the art depending on the desired 
end use of the product. 

It therefore would be obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to vary the thickness in 
order to obtain a desired flexibility, since the flexibility would be readily determined through 
routine optimization by one having ordinary skill in the art depending on the desired end result as 
shown by Beldyk. 

With regard to Claim 9, the container base and covering consist of metal (column 5, lines 
52 - 54). 

With regard to Claim 11, Beldyk fails to disclose a second surface comprising inorganic 
material. However, Beldyk teaches that the first surface comprises inorganic material for the 
purpose of dissipating static charge (column 5, lines 51 - 52). One of ordinary skill in the art 
would therefore also recognize the utility of providing for a second surface which comprises 
metal, depending on the number of surfaces which are desired to have static dissipation in the 
end product as taught by Beldyk. 
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It therefore would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
Applicant's invention was made to have provided for an additional surface which comprises 
metal in Beldyk depending on the number of surfaces for which static dissipation is desired. 

With regard to Claim 13, Beldyk fails to disclose a metallized plastic comprising 
aluminum. However, Beldyk teaches the use of aluminum as a metal of the invention, for 
protection of the pellicle (the frame comprises aluminum; column 2, lines 62 - 65). It would 
therefore be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide for aluminum as the metal of 
the metallized plastic, for the purpose of protecting the pellicle as taught by Beldyk. 

With regard to Claim 14, the metallized plastic would therefore also comprise alumina. 

ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS 
4. Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection of Claims 8 - 9 as being 
by Beldyk (U.S. Patent No. 5,042,655) and 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of Claims 1 1, 13 - 14 as 
being unpatentable over Beldyk (U.S. Patent No. 5,042,655), of record in the previous Action, 
have been carefully considered but have not been found to be persuasive for the reasons set forth 
below. 

Applicant argues, on page 4 of the remarks of August 18, 2004, that although Beldyk 
teaches that metal is ideal for dissipating static charge, Beldyk teaches that the use of metal is 
undesirable because of weight, corrosion and expense. 

However, Beldyk teaches the alternative use of metallized plastic (column 5, lines 55 - 
58) which clearly comprises a layer of metal and also dissipates static charge. 
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Applicant also argues on page 4 that the cited reference relates to a different problem, 
static dissipation, than the problem of preventing emission of an organic contaminate gas. 

However, the prevention of emission of an organic contaminate gas is not claimed. 
Furthermore, as stated above Beldyk teaches a metal layer as claimed. 

Applicant also argues, on page 5, that the metal taught by Beldyk does not completely 
surround the pellicle taught by Beldyk. 

However, the metal taught by Beldyk does completely surround the pellicle taught by 
Beldyk, as stated above. 

Applicant also argues, on page 5, that the thickness cited by Beldyk is for polyethylene 
and Teflon. 

However, as stated above, Beldyk teaches the use of metallized plastic, as well as plastic, 
as the material of the container. 

Applicant also argues on page 6 that there is no suggestion in Beldyk that he metallized 
layer should be at least 0.1 ^m. 

However, as stated above, Beldyk discloses a layer having a total thickness of 0.05 to 0.1 
inches (column 7, lines 5-6) and teaches the selection of thickness to obtain a desired flexibility 
(the desired material is obtained in flexible sheets of the desired thickness; column 7, lines 7 - 
8). Therefore one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized the utility of varying the 
thickness to obtain a desired flexibility. Therefore, the flexibility would be readily determined 
through routine optimization of thickness by one having ordinary skill in the art depending on 
the desired end use of the product. 
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It therefore would be obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to vary the thickness in 
order to obtain a desired flexibility, since the flexibility would be readily determined through 
routine optimization by one having ordinary skill in the art depending on the desired end result a 
shown by Beldyk. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc Patterson, whose telephone number is (703) 305-3537. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30 AM to 5:00 PM. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by phone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Harold 
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Pyon, can be reached at (703) 308-4251. FAX communications should be sent to (703) 872- 
9310. FAXs received after 4 P.M. will not be processed until the following business day. 



Marc A. Patterson, PhD. 

ArtUnit 1772 ' HAROLD PYON 

SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER /$/ 

/^?_ ' 7 7 7 




